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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. The indicated allowability of claim 13 is withdrawn in view of the newly discovered 
reference(s) to Boschini. Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 15, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1, the phrase "can be" renders the claim indefinite because the scope of 
the claim(s) unascertainable. It is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are 
essential to the invention and thus must be considered during examination. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). 

Regarding claim 15, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear 
whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). 

Claim 27 recites the limitation "the pertinent system function" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26, and 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boschini [US 5,600,323] in view of Irvin [US 6,424,056]. 

As for claim 1, Boschini discloses a telecontrol system with a plurality of functional 
ranges selected by detection threshold. The system comprising: 

a. At least one motorized motor vehicle side control (column 3, lines 36-41); 

b. An operated side mobile part (column 3, lines 33-35); 

c. The vehicle side reception level can be measured by the control, wherein from the 
measured reception level the distance of the mobile part from the motor vehicle is 
determined by the control and the control enables or blocks the triggering of the system 
functions depending on the determined distance (column 3, lines 13-32 and column 2, 
lines 6-18); 

d. The control enables triggering of the system functions only when the mobile part 
is located within a predetermined distance range around the vehicle; and wherein the 
control enables system functions triggered by the mobile part where two distance ranges 
are used and wherein the system functions are assigned to different distance ranges and 
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the control enables triggering of a system function when the mobile part is located within 
the distance range (Figure 2 and column 2, lines 6-32). 

Boschini does not disclose a Bluetooth interface. In an analogous art, Irvin discloses a 
keyless entry system for a vehicle. The system includes a motor vehicle side control (40) and an 
operator side mobile part (12). The control and mobile part include communications electronics 
that create a bi-directional wireless link between the control and mobile part. At least one 
system function is the locking of motor vehicle doors triggerable via the wireless link (column 2, 
lines 45-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to modify the invention of Boschini to include a Bluetooth interface as 
taught by Irvin because the modification would result in a motor vehicle door locking system 
that could take advantage of the low-power and short-range communication features of the 
Bluetooth protocol. The Bluetooth interface would allow the devices to automatically recognize 
other devices once the devices came into communication range with one another. 

As for claims 15, 17, 18, 20, and 21, Boschini discloses that at least one system function 
triggered by the mobile part further comprises activation of the front end lights or unlocking of 
motor vehicle locks (column 2, lines 25-32). 

Regarding claims 23 and 24, one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
authentication intervals are obvious delays associated with a Bluetooth connection setup. These 
intervals would obviously take place once the vehicle side control and mobile part were in 
communication range of one another. 

Regarding claim 26, Boschini discloses that at least one system function can be triggered 
by manual actuation of the mobile part (column 4, lines 13-35) 
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As for claims 32, both Boschini and Irvin disclose different vehicle functions may be 
controlled. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant that commonly used functions such as unlocking the doors and 
opening the rear hatch of a vehicle could be included. The inclusion and exclusion of particular 
system functions is viewed as a matter of design. 

As for claims 33 and 34, Boschini shows in Figure 2 that at least one of the distance 
ranges are circular. 

6. Claims 7-9 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Boschini in view of Irvin as applied to the claims above, and further in view of Chein [EP 1 143 
089 A2]. 

Regarding claim 7, neither Boschini nor Irvin disclose a passive entry function. In an 
analogous art, Chein discloses a RKE system wherein a motor vehicle door locking system 
includes a passive entry function. As an operator approaches the motor vehicle, the control, after 
analyzing the signal triggers, an action interval for unlocking the motor vehicle lock (paragraph 
12). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan that when Bluetooth technology is used, as 
taught by Irvin, that starting and authentication intervals would have to take place before an 
action would be triggered. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention by the applicant to modify the inventions of Boschini and Irvin to include 
passive entry functions as taught by Chein because the modification would result in a motor 
vehicle door locking system that would eliminate the need for a user to press a button for 
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controlling a vehicle function. Thus, a user could control certain vehicle functions even when 
both hands were occupied. 

As for claims 8 and 9, a Bluetooth connection setup must obviously take place between 
the two parts taught by Irvin. One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that all of 
the necessary time intervals for a Bluetooth communication would be needed in the invention. 

Regarding claim 27, one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that when the 
Boschini and Irvin references where modified to include the passive functions as taught by Chein 
that pertinent system functions would be automatically triggered when the mobile part moved 
into an appropriate distance range. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 29-31 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric M. Blount whose telephone number is (571) 272-2973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Eric M. Blount 
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